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SCIENTIFIC INTEGRITY POLICIES

Additional Actions Could Strengthen Integrity of
Federal Research

What GAQO Found

The nine selected agencies GAO reviewed have taken various actions to help
achieve the objectives of their scientific integrity policies in three areas:

e Educating staff. Seven of the nine agencies have taken some actions to
educate and communicate to staff about their policies, consistent with the
2007 America COMPETES Act. However, the Office of Fossil Energy (FE),
which follows the Department of Energy’s (DOE) policy, and the National
Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) have not taken action.

¢« Providing oversight. Eight of the nine agencies have a designated official,
or the equivalent, to oversee implementation of their scientific integrity
policies. However, FE does not have such an official because DOE has not
appointed one and currently has no plans or timeframe to do so, although
DOE policy states that DOE will appoint an official for oversight.

¢ Monitoring and evaluating implementation. Four of the nine agencies
have monitored and evaluated implementation of their scientific integrity
policies, consistent with federal standards that call for such control activities.
However, FE, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), NIST, the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), and the U.S. Geological
Survey (USGS) have not undertaken such activities.

Seven of the nine agencies have specific, documented procedures for identifying
and addressing alleged violations of their scientific integrity policies. Although the
details of agencies’ procedures vary, they generally include the steps shown
below. However, two agencies—FE, following DOE's policy, and the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA)—do not have documented
procedures for identifying and addressing alleged violations. A 2009 presidential
memo on scientific integrity states that agencies should have procedures to
identify and address instances in which the scientific process or the integrity of
scientific and technological information may be compromised. Without
procedures, FE and NASA do not have assurance that their staff understand
how to report allegations and that investigations are conducted consistently.

General Procedure for Identifying and Addressing Alleged Violations of Agencies’ Scientific
Integrity Policies

( Report allegation Screan allegation

Dizmiss allegation

Investigate allegation

L
(

Source: GAQ analysis of selected agencies’ informa

Respond to violation \Wm@‘f Appeal decision

Note: The seven agencies that have procedures similar to this figure are the Agricultural Research
Service, Environmental Protection Agency, Federal Aviation Administration, National Institutes of
Health, National Institute of Standards and Technology, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, and U.S. Geological Survey.
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LS, COVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OFFICE

441 G St. N.W.
Washington, DC 20548

April 4, 2019

The Honorable Maria Cantwell

Ranking Member

Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation
United States Senate

Dear Senator Cantwell:

In 2004 and 2008, the Union of Concerned Scientists reported that
political influences had adversely affected the integrity of federally funded
science, especially science related to the environment, public health, and
national security.' Additionally, an investigation by the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration’s (NASA) Office of Inspector
General (OIG) found that from the fall of 2004 through early 2006, the
NASA Headquarters Office of Public Affairs managed the topic of climate
change in a manner that reduced, marginalized, or mischaracterized
science information related to climate change that was made available to
the general public through news releases and media access.?

The America Creating Opportunities to Meaningfully Promote Excellence
in Technology, Education, and Science (COMPETES) Act of 2007
required the Office of Science and Technology Policy (OSTP) to develop
an overarching set of scientific integrity principles.® According to the act,
these principles should ensure the communication and open exchange of
data and research results conducted by federal scientists and prevent the
intentional or unintentional suppression or distortion of such research

Union of Concemed Scientists, Scientific Integrity in Policymaking: An Investigation into
the Bush Administration’s Misuse of Science (Cambridge, MA: March 2004), and Union of
Concerned Scientists, Federal Science and the Public Good: Securing the Integrity of
Science in Policy Making — Presidential Transition Update (Cambridge, MA: December
2008).

2National Aeronautics and Space Administration, Office of Inspector General, Investigative
Summary Regarding Allegations that NASA Suppressed Climate Change Science and
Denied Media Access to Dr. James E. Hansen, a NASA Scientist (Washington, D.C.: June
2, 2008).

3Pub. L. No. 110-69, 121 Stat., 572 (2007). This requirement was to be carried out in
consultation with the Director of the Office of Management and Budget and the heads of
all federal civilian agencies that conduct scientific research.
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findings.* OSTP issued guidance, most recently in 2010,° to the heads of
executive departments and agencies on implementing scientific integrity
policies. OSTP’s guidance states that scientific integrity is important
because, among other things, scientific and technological information is
often a significant contributor to the development of sound public policy.
OSTP’s guidance also states that agencies should develop scientific
integrity policies that, among other things, ensure a culture of scientific
integrity and that political appointees should not suppress or alter
scientific or technological findings. In response to the 2010 guidance, 24
federal departments and agencies developed scientific integrity policies.

Since 2010, however, allegations of agency officials inappropriately
influencing science continue to be reported. In August 2018, for example,
the Union of Concerned Scientists again reported that some federal
officials had inappropriately censored and influenced scientific research.®
The Union of Concerned Scientists surveyed federal scientists in 2018,
and many survey respondents reported censorship of their work,
especially work related to climate change. According to representatives at
the Union of Concerned Scientists, some agency officials may also be
able to influence science by promoting the research that aligns with their
political agenda, which may avoid violating the scientific integrity policies
altogether.

You asked us to review federal agencies’ scientific integrity policies and
agencies’ actions to implement them. For this review, we examined
agencies’ scientific integrity policies and did not assess the extent to
which agency officials may try to influence scientific research or examine
how scientific and technological information is used in agencies’
development of public policy. Specifically, this report examines the extent
to which selected agencies (1) have scientific integrity policies that are

“The primary function of the Director of OSTP is to provide advice, within the Executive
Office of the President of the United States, on the scientific, engineering, and
technological aspects of issues. OSTP serves as a source of scientific and technological
analysis and judgment for the President of the United States with respect to major
policies, plans, and programs of the federal government.

SOffice of Science and Technology Palicy, Scientific Integrity, Memorandum for the Heads
of Executive Departments and Agencies (December 17, 2010), accessed October 26,
2018, https://obamawhitehouse. archives.gov/sites/default/files/microsites/ostp/scientific-
integrity-memo-12172010.pdf.

SUnion of Concerned Scientists, Science under President Trump: Voices of Scientists
across 16 Federal Agencies (Cambridge, MA: August 2018).
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consistent with federal guidance, (2) have taken actions to achieve the
objectives of their scientific integrity policies, and (3) have procedures for
identifying and addressing alleged violations of their scientific integrity
policies.

For all three objectives, we selected a nongeneralizable sample of nine
agencies—seven agencies from cabinet-level departments and two
independent agencies. We selected these nine agencies because they
are civilian federal agencies that conduct scientific research, employ
federal scientists, and were among the federal agencies with the greatest
levels of funding for intramural research (i.e., research conducted by
federal agencies in their own facilities). Our findings are not generalizable
to all agencies but provide illustrative examples of these agencies’
scientific integrity policies and their actions to implement those policies.
The agencies we selected are the

e Agricultural Research Service (ARS) in the U.S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA);

« Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), an independent agency;

« Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) in the Department of
Transportation (DOT);

« Office of Fossil Energy (FE) in the Department of Energy (DOE);

« National Institutes of Health (NIH) in the Department of Health and
Human Services (HHS);

« NASA, an independent agency;

« National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) in the
Department of Commerce (Commerce);

« National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) in
Commerce; and

« U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) in the Department of the Interior
(Interior).

We reviewed the nine agencies’ scientific integrity policies, procedures,
and related documents. Some agencies we selected do not have agency-
specific scientific integrity policies or procedures because they follow
department-level policies or procedures. In those cases, we included the
department’s policy and procedures in our analyses. For our reporting
purposes, we describe an agency as having a policy or procedure even in
those cases where the agency is following a department-level policy or
procedure.
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To determine the extent to which the selected agencies have policies that
are consistent with federal guidance on scientific integrity, we compared
the selected agencies’ scientific integrity policies and supporting
documents to two of the four principles identified in OSTP’s guidance:” (1)
foundations of scientific integrity in government and (2) professional
development of government scientists and engineers.® We focused on
these two principles because they most closely align with scientific
integrity issues related to political influence.® We determined that an
agency addresses a principle if its scientific integrity policy, related
policies, or related actions directly address the principle described in
OSTP’s guidance. To determine the extent to which selected agencies
have taken actions to achieve the objectives of their scientific integrity
policies, we compared agencies’ scientific integrity policies and actions to
implement their policies against the Standards for internal Control in the
Federal Government.'® Specifically, we compared agencies’ policies and
actions against standards related to communicating information to staff,
providing oversight, and monitoring and evaluating performance because
these standards are the most relevant to ensuring that an agency’s
program meets its objectives. In doing so, we reviewed the selected
agencies’ policies and their actions to implement these policies and
interviewed agency officials. To determine the extent to which the
selected agencies have procedures for identifying and addressing alleged
violations of their scientific integrity policies, we reviewed the agencies’
procedures and related documents that establish such procedures. We
compared the agencies’ procedures to guidance on scientific integrity
policies and federal standards for internal control. See appendix | for
more information on our objectives, scope, and methodology.

We conducted this performance audit from March 2018 to April 2019 in
accordance with generally accepted government auditing standards.
Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain
sufficient, appropriate evidence to provide a reasonable basis for our
findings and conclusions based on our audit objectives. We believe that

"0STP’s guidance on scientific integrity has four main sections with guidance, which we
refer to as principles, and the four principles have subsections, which we refer to as
components.

8From this point forward, we will refer to scientists and engineers collectively as scientists.

%The two principles in OSTP's guidance that we did not include in our analyses are (1)
public communications and (2) use of federal advisory committees.

1°GAO, Standards for Internal Control in the Federal Government, GAQ-14-704G
(Washington, D.C.: September 2014).
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the evidence obtained provides a reasonable basis for our findings and
conclusions based on our audit objectives.

Background

The America COMPETES Act of 2007 (the act) requires the Director of
OSTP to ensure that all civilian federal agencies that conduct scientific
research develop specific policies and procedures regarding the public
release of data and results of research conducted by their scientists. In
particular, the act requires that these policies and procedures (1)
specifically address what is and what is not permitted or recommended
under such policies and procedures, (2) be specifically designed for each
agency, (3) be applied uniformly throughout each agency, and (4) be
widely communicated and readily accessible to all employees of each
agency and the public.

In May 2008, in response to this requirement, OSTP sent a memorandum
to federal agencies that provided guidance on the communication of
scientific information with the media and open exchange of research data
by federal scientists.'" In March 2009, the President issued a
memorandum that assigned responsibility to the Director of OSTP for
ensuring the highest level of integrity in all aspects of the executive
branch’s involvement with scientific and technological processes.?
According to the 2009 memorandum, the objectives of federal scientific
integrity policies are to, among other things, promote the public’s trust in
the science and scientific process informing public policy decisions and
prevent political appointees from suppressing or altering scientific or
technological findings and conclusions. In particular, the 2009
memorandum required the Director of OSTP to, among other things,
develop recommendations for presidential action designed to guarantee
scientific integrity throughout the executive branch. The memorandum
states, for example, that each agency should have procedures to identify
and address instances in which the scientific process or the integrity of
scientific and technological information may be compromised, which
agencies were required to carry out to the extent permitted by law and
consistent with their statutory and regulatory authorities and their
enforcement mechanisms.

Moffice of Science and Technology Policy, Principies for the Release of Scientific
Research Results, Memorandum (Washington, D.C.: May 28, 2008).

2The White House, Office of the Press Secretary, Scientific Integrity, Memorandum for
the Heads of Executive Departments and Agencies (Washington, D.C.: March 9, 2009).
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In December 2010, OSTP issued a memorandum to provide further
guidance to executive departments and agencies to implement the
administration’s policies on scientific integrity. OSTP’s guidance listed
four broad principles of scientific integrity, and each principle has several
components that provide guidance toward meeting each principle.

OSTP tasked the Institute for Defense Analyses’ Science and Technology
Policy Institute to, among other things, review federal agencies’ scientific
integrity policies to identify potential good practices for meeting or
exceeding the principles listed in the 2010 OSTP guidance.™ OSTP also
asked the institute to suggest ways to strengthen the policies to reflect
current interests and developments. in December 2016, the Institute for
Defense Analyses’ Science and Technology Policy Institute issued a
report that, among other things, identified good practices for scientific
integrity policies and their implementation.’ For example, to promote a
culture of integrity, the report states that agencies should train scientists
and nonscientists on the importance of scientific integrity and issue
periodic bulletins or newsletters to remind personnel of the importance of
scientific integrity.

: All nine of the selected agencies have policies that are generally
SeleCted_ Aggnmes consistent with OSTP’s guidance for the two principles of scientific
Have Scientific integrity that we reviewed: foundations of scientific integrity in government
: . and professional development of government scientists and engineers.
lntegnty Policies That To address these principles, the selected agencies either developed their
Are Generally own scientific integrity policies or followed policies developed by their
Consistent with respective departments. Specifically,

Federal Guidance

EPA and NASA are independent agencies that developed their own
scientific integrity policies;

« NIH, NIST, NOAA, and USGS developed their own scientific integrity
policies, in addition to the policies developed by their departments;
and

3The Institute for Defense Analyses’ Science and Technology Policy Institute is a
federally funded research and development center chartered by Congress. It provides
analysis of science and technology policy issues for the White House Office of Science
and Technology Policy and other offices and councils within the executive branch of the
U.S. government and federal agencies.

"4 1nstitute for Defense Analyses’ Science and Technology Policy Institute, Review of
Federal Agency Policies on Scientific integrity (Washington, D.C.: December 2016).
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¢« ARS, FAA, and FE did not develop their own scientific integrity
policies and instead follow policies developed by their departments—
USDA, DOT, and DOE, respectively.

We found that all nine of the selected agencies address all of the
components of the two principles of scientific integrity we analyzed either
(1) through their scientific integrity policies, (2) in related policies, or (3)
through related actions. OSTP’s guidance describes several components
for each of the two principles that we reviewed, which the selected
agencies addressed in different ways. Under the principle foundations of
scientific integrity in government, OSTP’s guidance states that successful
application of science in public policy depends on the integrity of the
scientific process, both to ensure the validity of the information itself and
to engender public trust in government. it is for this reason, according to
the guidance, that agencies should develop policies that address seven
specific components of this principle. Below are the seven components of
this principle and examples of how some of the nine selected agencies
address these components:

« Culture of scientific integrity. OSTP’s guidance states that agencies
should ensure a culture of scientific integrity. OSTP’s guidance
explains that science, and public trust in science, thrives in an
environment that shields scientific data and analyses from
inappropriate political influence. We found that all nine of the selected
agencies have addressed this component. For example, Interior's
scientific integrity official—an official designated by the Deputy
Secretary to provide department-wide leadership for implementing
Interior’s scientific integrity policy, among other duties—sent a memo
in February 2018 to the heads of all agencies in the department,
including USGS, to remind them of their roles related to scientific
integrity. According to Interior and USGS officials, this and other
actions demonstrated the department’s commitment to scientific
integrity and helped foster a culture of scientific integrity.

« Selection of candidates for scientific positions. OSTP’s guidance
states that agencies’ policies should ensure that selection of
candidates for scientific positions in the executive branch is based
primarily on their scientific and technological knowledge, credentials,
experience, and integrity. We found that all nine of the selected
agencies have addressed this component. For example, DOT’s
scientific integrity policy, which FAA follows, states that the basis for
the selection of candidates for science and technological positions will
be the candidate’s knowledge, credentials, and experience and that

Page 7 GAO-19-265 Scientific Integrity Policies

ED_006238_00002432-00011



DOT will not hire individuals for positions who do not have adequate
credentials.

« Peer review. According to OSTP’s guidance, agencies’ policies
should ensure that data and research used to support policy decisions
undergo independent peer review by qualified experts, where feasible
and appropriate, and consistent with law. We found that all nine of the
selected agencies have addressed this component. For example,
DOE’s scientific integrity policy, which FE follows, addresses this
component by stating that supervisors should ensure that data and
research used {o support policy decisions are supported through
independent peer review by qualified experts.

« Conflicts of interest. OSTP’s guidance instructs agencies to set
clear standards governing conflicts of interest. We found that all nine
of the selected agencies have addressed this component. For
example, NIH’s policy addresses this component by describing the
importance of avoiding conflicts of interest and citing federal
regulations and additional agency guidance on ethical conduct for NIH
employees.

« Whistleblower protections. OSTP’s guidance states that agencies’
policies should adopt appropriate whistleblower protections. We found
that all nine of the selected agencies have addressed this component.
For example, ARS follows USDA'’s policy, which states that USDA
complies with whistleblower laws, including the Whistleblower
Protection Enhancement Act of 2012, and USDA employees may
seek redress if they believe they have been improperly retaliated
against for reporting an alleged violation of the scientific integrity
policy. The Whistleblower Protection Enhancement Act of 2012
extends whistleblower protections to government scientists who
challenge censorship under certain conditions.’

« Free flow of scientific and technological information. According to
OSTP’s guidance, agencies should facilitate the free flow of scientific
and technological information, consistent with privacy and
classification standards. We found that all nine of the selected

SUnder the Whistleblower Protection Enhancement Act of 2012, a protected disclosure
for censorship purposes is any disclosure of information by an employee or applicant for
employment that the employee or applicant reasonably believes is evidence of censorship
related to research, analysis, or technical information, if it is or will cause (1) any violation
of any law, rule, or regulation; or gross mismanagement, a gross waste of funds, an abuse
of authority, or a substantial and specific danger to public health or safety; and (2) such
disclosure is not specifically prohibited by law or classified. Pub. L. No. 112-199, 126 Stat.
1485, 1471 (2012).

Page 8 GAO-19-265 Scientific Integrity Policies

ED_006238_00002432-00012



agencies have addressed this component. For example, NOAA’s
scientific integrity policy states that the agency will ensure the free
flow of scientific information online and in other formats, consistent
with privacy and classification standards, and in keeping with other
Commerce and NOAA policies.

o Conveying scientific and technological information to the public.
OSTP’s guidance states that agencies’ policies should establish
principles for conveying scientific and technological information to the
public. We found that all nine of the selected agencies have
addressed this component. For example, NASA’s scientific integrity
policy addresses this component by stating that NASA facilitates the
free flow of scientific and technological information among scientists
and engineers, between NASA staff and the scientific and technical
community, and between NASA employees and the public. The policy
goes on to cite additional NASA policies on dissemination of
information and public access to data.

Similarly, we found that all nine of the selected agencies address all of
the components of the principle professional development of government
scientists and engineers. OSTP’s guidance states that agencies should
establish policies that promote and facilitate the professional development
of government scientists and engineers. The guidance also states that
policies should be consistent with federal ethics rules, job responsibilities,
and existing agency policies regarding political appointees, and should
address five specific components of this principle. Below are the five
components of this principle, and examples of how some of the nine
selected agencies address these components:

« Publication of research findings. OSTP’s guidance states that
agencies should encourage scientists to publish research findings in
peer-reviewed, professional, or scholarly journals. We found that all
nine of the selected agencies have addressed this component. For
example, EPA’s scientific integrity policy states that the agency
encourages publication and presentation of research findings in peer-
reviewed, professional, or scholarly journals and at professional
meetings.

« Presentation of research findings. According to OSTP’s guidance,
agencies should encourage scientists to present research findings at
professional meetings. We found that all nine of the selected agencies
have addressed this component. For example, DOE’s scientific
integrity policy, which FE follows, states that scientists and engineers
are encouraged to present findings at professional meetings, subject
to notifying their supervisor.
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« Professional society editors and board members. OSTP’s
guidance states that agencies should allow government scientists to
become editors or editorial board members of professional or
scholarly journals. We found that all nine of the selected agencies
have addressed this component. For example, FAA follows DOT’s
scientific integrity policy, which states that, to the extent permitted by
federal ethics laws and regulations, DOT scientists can participate in
professional societies and serve on committees, boards, and other
working groups of these socisties.

« Participation in professional societies. OSTP’s guidance states
that agencies should allow scientists to fully participate in professional
or scholarly societies, committees, task forces, and other specialized
bodies of professional societies, including removing barriers for
serving as officers or on governing boards of such societies. We
found that all nine of the selected agencies have addressed this
component. For example, NIST’s scientific integrity policy states that
the agency supports scientists’ full participation in professional or
scholarly societies, committees, task forces, and other specialized
bodies of professional societies, with proper legal review and
approval. The policy goes on to cite separate NIST guidance for staff
on how to seek approval for memberships and participation in
professional organizations.

« Awards. OSTP’s guidance states that agencies should allow
scientists o receive honors and awards for their research and
discoveries with the goal of minimizing, to the extent practicable,
disparities in the potential for private-sector and public-sector
scientists and engineers to accrue the professional benefits of such
honors or awards. We found that all nine of the selected agencies
have addressed this component. For example, NIH has an awards
policy, separate from its scientific integrity policy, that states that
employees may accept gifts associated with contributions to the
biomedical sciences that are recognized by outside organizations in
the form of awards and honors, which are subject to the certain
guidelines and limitations.
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The nine selected agencies have taken some actions to help achieve the
Most Of the SeIeCted objectives of their scientific integrity policies in the three areas we
AgenCIes Have Taken reviewed. Specifically, seven of the nine agencies educate or

: communicate to staff about their policies, eight of the nine have
Some Actions to Help designated a scientific integrity official to provide oversight of the

AChieve the implementation of their policies, and four of the nine monitor and evaluate
Objectives of Their implementation of their scientific integrity policies.

Scientific Integrity

Policies, and Some

Have Monitored and

Evaluated the

Policies’

Implementation

Most of the Selected According to our analysis, seven of the nine selected agencies have
Agencies Have Taken taken some actions to educate and communicate to staff about their
; scientific integrity policies. Specifically, five agencies—ARS, EPA, NIH,
Some ACtIOﬂS. to Educate NOAA, and USGS—provide training to help educate and communicate to
and Commumc_:ate_t_o Staff staff about their scientific integrity policies, with each agency covering a
about Their Scientific different set of issues as part of its training. For example:
Integrity Policies
« ARS and USDA officials stated that ARS started requiring training for
all staff in 2017 that includes whistleblower protections and political
interference.

« EPA’s scientific integrity policy also requires training for all of the
agency’s staff and, according to EPA officials, is required every 2
years. Like ARS’ training, EPA’s training covers whistleblower
protections and political interference, along with other topics.

« NIH requires training for all newly hired scientists and for some
current scientists on research ethics that includes aspects of scientific
integrity, such as conflicts of interest and the peer-review process.

« USGS requires all staff to take a one-time scientific integrity training
course and all scientists to take training every 2 years that includes
the topics of conflicts of interest and whistleblower protections.

« NOAA officials stated that the agency offers ad hoc training on
scientific integrity for its staff that is not required. Training topics
include understanding codes of conduct and ethics and encouraging
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publication of research findings, among other things. NOAA officials
noted that the ad hoc training has helped to increase awareness of its
scientific integrity policy. In addition, according to NOAA officials,
scientific integrity officials can have, upon request, conversations with
staff, including managers, about scientific integrity issues. NOAA
officials stated that they are developing an online training module that
will be available to all NOAA employees.

Two of the seven selected agencies—FAA and NASA—do not offer
training but have taken other actions to help educate and communicate {o
staff about their policies. For example, FAA and DOT officials stated that
DOT has a committee consisting of associate administrators and directors
of its agencies, including FAA, who discuss and disseminate information
on scientific integrity within their agencies as necessary. NASA created a
handbook on scientific integrity that is available online to all staff. In
addition, NASA officials stated that the agency’s Chief Scientist oversees
a science council that meets monthly to discuss issues related to
scientific integrity and disseminates related information across the
agency, including changes {o the agency’s scientific integrity policy.

In contrast, two of the nine selected agencies—FE and NIST—have not
provided scientific integrity training for staff, according to officials, or taken
other actions to promote their scientific integrity policies with staff.
According to officials, the agencies have made their policies available to
staff on their websites. Under the 2007 America COMPETES Act, civilian
agencies that conduct scientific research are, among other things,
required to widely communicate and readily make accessible to all
employees their scientific integrity policies and procedures.'® In addition,
under Standards for Internal Control in the Federal Government,
management should internally communicate the necessary quality
information to achieve the entity’s objectives, such as communicating
information down and across reporting lines, to allow staff to perform key
roles in achieving objectives and addressing risks.'” We have previously
reported that mandatory training can be one way for management to
internally communicate quality information down and across reporting
lines to allow staff to perform key roles in achieving objectives.'®

842 U.S.C. § 6620(b)(4).
TGAD-14-704G.

18GAO, Veteran Affairs Research: Actions Needed to Help Better Identify Agency
Inventions, GAG-18-325 (Washington, D.C.: Apr. 25, 2018).

Page 12 GAO-19-265 Scientific Integrity Policies

ED_006238_00002432-00016



FE and NIST officials gave different reasons why they believe no
additional actions beyond posting their scientific integrity polices on their
websites were needed. Specifically, DOE and FE officials stated that the
culture of scientific integrity has been established across the department
and that they therefore believe that staff are aware of scientific integrity
issues. NIST officials said that scientific integrity is “the heart” of the NIST
culture and that the agency relies on “word of mouth” to spread
information on scientific integrity issues. Also, NIST officials stated that
scientific integrity has not been a problem at NIST because the agency
does not directly use the results of their research to formulate public
policy or promulgate regulations, although officials did add that NIST
research could be used by other agencies and Congress in policymaking
decisions. NIST officials suggested, however, that they may consider
adding information on scientific integrity to the agency’s annual, required
whistleblower training.'® By taking action to educate and communicate
their scientific integrity policies to staff through, for example, regular
training, the agencies would have better assurance that employees have
the information, skills, and competencies they need to help achieve their
scientific integrity objectives.

Most of the Selected Eight of the nine selected agencies have designated a scientific integrity
Agencies Have a official, or the equivalent, who is responsible for overseeing the agencies’
: P implementation of their scientific integrity policies. Specifically, ARS, FAA,

DeSIQnated OffICIaI to NIH, NIST, NOAA, and USGS, or their respective departments, and EPA

Provide Ove_r3|ght of the and NASA have such officials. For example, USGS has its own scientific

Implementation of Their integrity official who, along with Interior’s scientific integrity official,

Scientific |ntegrity Policies conducts preliminary reviews and inquiries of allegations of violations of
scientific integrity, among other administrative duties. NASA’s Office of
the Chief Scientist is responsible for overseeing and implementing the
agency’s scientific integrity policy. For example, the Chief Scientist is
responsible for developing and maintaining the agency’s handbook on
scientific integrity and ensuring that directors at the agency’s research
centers inform staff about NASA’s scientific integrity policy.

"pub. L. No. 107-174, 116 Stat., 566 (May 15, 2002). The No FEAR Act of 2002, which
took effect October 1, 2003, was intended to make federal agencies more accountable for
their violations of employment discrimination and whistleblower protection laws. The act
holds agencies accountable by, among other things, requiring agencies to provide
employees written notification of and training on their rights under the laws covered by the
act.
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In contrast to these eight agencies, FE, which follows DOE’s scientific
integrity policy, does not have a scientific integrity official or the
equivalent. DOE’s scientific integrity policy states that the Secretary of
Energy will designate a scientific integrity official for the department.
However, DOE has not yet appointed one. According to DOE’s order that
provides guidance on implementing the scientific integrity policy, the
scientific integrity official is to serve as an ombudsperson for all matters
related to scientific integrity within the department and provide, among
other things, informal mediation services to personnel who reach out with
concerns or issues regarding scientific integrity.?° DOE officials explained
that the scientific integrity official has not been designated because the
scientific integrity policy was implemented in January 2017, as the
administration was changing, and that the current Secretary has not yet
designated a scientific integrity official. Additionally, DOE officials did not
recognize that the department needed to designate an official until we
raised this issue with them. DOE officials did not know what steps were
being taken to designate a scientific integrity official nor the time frame for
doing so. Establishing a time frame to fill the scientific integrity official
position would help DOE achieve the objectives of its scientific integrity
policy. Furthermore, by designating a scientific integrity official to oversee
its scientific integrity activities, DOE would have better assurance that it is
providing effective management support to help achieve the objectives of
its scientific integrity policy at FE and other agencies.

Some of the Selected Four of the nine selected agencies—ARS, EPA, NASA, and NIH—have

Agencies Monitored and taken or have planned actions to monitor and evaluate the performance

Evaluated Implementation of their activities under their scientific integrity policies. For example, ARS

. . op . is subject to USDA’s review of all departmental regulations, including its

of Th_ew Scientific Integ”ty scientific integrity policy, which is required every 5 years. EPA

Policies administered a survey to all EPA employees in 2016 as part of a broader
effort to formally evaluate its scientific integrity policy and assess the
current culture of scientific integrity. The survey asked respondents about
their experiences with and opinions of scientific integrity at EPA, and the
agency used the results of the survey to assess the effectiveness of the
agency’s policy. NASA’s policy, updated in December 2017, requires the
agency’s Chief Scientist to lead an internal review every 3 years to
ensure that NASA has appropriate scientific integrity standards. NASA

2y.s. Department of Energy, Scientific Integrity, DOE O 411.2 (Washington, D.C.:
January 4, 2017).
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officials said that the first review is planned for 2020. NIH administers an
annual self-assessment survey on management controls through which
scientific directors identify and report potential issues related to scientific
integrity, among other things.

However, the remaining five agencies—FAA, FE, NIST, NOAA, and
USGS—have, for different reasons, not taken actions to monitor and
evaluate the performance of their activities under their scientific integrity
policies. DOE and FE officials said they were not aware of any steps that
the department or agency was taking to monitor and evaluate DOE’s
scientific integrity policy. They added that they thought DOE’s scientific
integrity culture was “in a good place.” NOAA officials said that the
agency does not monitor activities under its scientific integrity policy but
that they have used the results of a survey conducted by the Union of
Concerned Scientists to help understand scientific integrity issues in the
agency. USGS officials stated that the agency has not taken action to
monitor and evaluate activities under its scientific integrity policy but said
that they believe the agency should find a way to measure the
effectiveness of its scientific integrity activities. NIST officials and FAA
and DOT officials explained that their agencies have not monitored and
evaluated implementation of their policies because they have not had any
alleged violations of their scientific integrity policies since NIST and DOT
established their policies in 2011 and 2012, respectively.

Standards for Internal Control in the Federal Government states that
management should design control activities to achieve objectives and
respond to risks, which may include establishing activities to monitor
performance measures and indicators.?! Monitoring activities may include
comparisons and assessments relating different sets of data to one
another so that analyses of the relationships can be made and
appropriate actions taken. By establishing mechanisms to effectively
monitor their implementation of their scientific integrity policies, agencies
may be better positioned to evaluate and measure whether their scientific
integrity policies are achieving their objectives and, where necessary,
improve their implementation.

2GAD-14-704G.
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Most of the Selected
Agencies Have
Procedures for
|dentifying and
Addressing Alleged
Violations of Scientific
Integrity Policies

Seven of the nine selected agencies—ARS, EPA, FAA, NiH, NIST,
NOAA, and USGS—have specific, documented procedures for identifying
and addressing alleged violations of their scientific integrity policies.
Although the details of agencies’ procedures may vary, the procedures
generally include five basic steps: (1) report allegation, (2) screen
allegation, (3) investigate allegation, (4) respond to violation, and (5)
appeal decision (see fig. 1).

T
Figure 1: General Procedure for Identifying and Addressing Alleged Violations of
Selected Agencies’ Scientific Integrity Policies

Report allegation:
An agancy emploves
reports an
alteged viclation
of the scientific
inlegrity policy.

Screen allegation;
The scientific integrity official
or other designated body,
such ag 8 comimities,
sereens:the allegation io
decide whether it should
be dismissed 0r proceed
o an investigation.

Investigate allegation:
The scieniific integrily
official or other designated
body, suich as a commitiee,
investigales the allegation
1o decide whethes
a viclation occurred.

Respond toviolation:
The agency decides
how 1o respand to
a confirmed violation.

Dismiss allegation
#1he gilegation doss
not have complete
information or does
ot meet the definition
of & violation, it may
be dismissed

Appeal decision;

The glleged violator may appesl a decision
reached during the soreening or investigation step.

Source GAC analysis of selectad agencies’ Infonmation. | BAD-19-2658

Note: The seven selected agencies that have procedures similar to this figure are the Agricultural
Research Service, Environmental Protection Agency, Federal Aviation Administration, National
Institutes of Health, National Institute of Standards and Technology, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, and U.S. Geological Survey.

Page 16 GAO-19-265 Scientific Integrity Policies

ED_006238_00002432-00020



Below are the five basic steps for identifying and addressing alleged
violations of scientific integrity policies, and examples from the seven
selected agencies that have specific procedures:

« Report allegation. All seven of the selected agencies that have
procedures include a step for agency employees to report alleged
violations of their scientific integrity policies. The methods for reporting
allegations vary by agency. Some agencies’ procedures explicitly
encourage employees to informally discuss concerns with a scientific
integrity official before making a formal allegation; others do not. For
example, EPA provides employees the opportunity to discuss their
concerns with a scientific integrity official prior to reporting a formal
allegation, according to EPA’s procedures. Additionally, agencies
differ in requirements for reporting allegations. For example, as
outlined in NiH’s procedures, employees may report formal
allegations through any means to any NIH or HHS official, including
scientific integrity officials. NOAA employees, in comparison, must
submit allegations in writing to the agency’s scientific integrity official,
according to NOAA’s procedures.

« Screen allegation. All seven of the selected agencies that have
procedures include a step for the scientific integrity official or cther
designated body, such as a committee, to screen the allegation to
decide whether it should be dismissed or proceed to an investigation.
For example, NOAA’s scientific integrity official screens the allegation
and may form a committee for assistance with that assessment.

« Investigate allegation. All seven of the selected agencies that have
procedures include a step for the scientific integrity official or other
designated body, such as a committee, to investigate the allegation
and to decide whether it shouid be dismissed or if a violation
occurred. All seven agencies’ procedures for the investigation step
are similar. Generally, the scientific integrity official collects
information from various sources, may convene a committee to assist
in reviewing the information, and issues a report or memorandum to
explain the decision.

« Respond to violation. All seven of the selected agencies that have
procedures include a step to respond to a confirmed violation. The
officials who decide on the response vary by agency and for some
agencies vary case by case. At EPA, for example, a scientific integrity
official or a convened committee decides whether a violation
occurred, and a designated official from the alleged violator's office
decides how to respond to any confirmed violations. At NOAA, the
official or officials who decide whether a violation occurred vary case
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by case, as determined by the Deputy Under Secretary for
Operations, and these officials should have had no direct prior
involvement with the allegation and should not be in the chain of
command for either the person making the allegation or the person
alleged to be in violation, according to NOAA’s procedures.
Disciplinary measures for scientific integrity violations at NOAA are
typically handled by the alleged violator's supervisor and other
managers, according to NOAA officials. FAA was the only one of
these agencies to include a role for a political appointee in its
procedures during this step. In particular, the FAA Administrator
decides how to respond to a violation.??

« Appeal decision. Six of the seven selected agencies that have
procedures include a step to appeal decisions reached during the
screening or investigating steps. Generally, these decisions may be
appealed by the alleged violator. FAA is the only one of the selected
agencies that does not include a step to appeal the decision. Instead,
DOT’s scientific integrity official conducts a follow-up review to decide
whether the violation was successfully addressed or whether further
actions are needed. According to DOT and FAA officials, should the
scientific integrity official determine that further action is necessary,
that action is raised to the Deputy Secretary of DOT for consideration.

In contrast, two of the nine selected agencies—FE and NASA—do not
have specific, documented procedures for identifying and addressing
alleged violations of their scientific integrity policies. The 2009 presidential
memo on scientific integrity states that each agency should have in place
procedures to identify and address instances in which the scientific
process or the integrity of scientific and technological information may be
compromised.?® Additionally, federal internal control standards state that
management should design control activities to achieve objectives and
respond to risks, such as by clearly documenting internal control in
management directives, administrative policies, or operating manuals.?
FE, which follows DOE’s scientific integrity policy, does not have specific
procedures because DOE has not established any. DOE and FE officials
said staff can report allegations to a supervisor, the whistieblower

22The FAA Administrator is appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate.

Z*The White House, Memorandum for the Heads of Executive Departments and Agencies,
Scientific integrity (Washington D.C.: March 9, 2009).

AGAD-14-704G.
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ombudsperson, or the U.S. Office of Special Counsel (OSC).2° Similarly,
NASA officials said employees can report allegations through their chain
of command, such as to a supervisor, for investigation on a case-by-case
basis. However, without documented procedures for identifying and
addressing alleged violations of their scientific integrity policies, DOE and
NASA do not have assurance that all staff have a clear understanding of
how to report allegations and that investigations will be conducted
consistently.

We also found that federal employees at six of the nine selected
agencies—ARS, EPA, NIH, NASA, NOAA, and USGS—had reported
alleged violations of scientific integrity policies, ranging from one
allegation at ARS to 70 at EPA. However, not all such reported
allegations were found to be violations of scientific integrity policy.
Reported allegations may not be violations for several reasons, including
that the allegation had insufficient information, the alleged action did not
fall within the scope of the scientific integrity policy, or the investigation
did not identify evidence that a violation occurred. For example, ARS
officials said their agency received one allegation between May 2014 and
the end of 2017, but it was not found to be a violation. Similarly, NOAA
officials said that none of the 11 allegations they received between fiscal
years 2012 and 2017 were found to be violations.?® USGS officials said
that of the 12 allegations that they received between fiscal years 2010
and 2017, two were found to be violations. Officials at EPA said that of
the 70 allegations they received between fiscal years 2012 and 2017, 18

20sC is an independent federal investigative and prosecutorial agency whose primary
mission is to safeguard the merit system in federal employment by protecting employees
and applicants for federal employment from prohibited personnel practices, including
reprisal for whistleblowing. OSC also reviews claims of wrongdoing within the federal
government from current federal employees, former employees, and applicants for federal
employment. When OSC receives allegations, OSC attorneys review the information to
evaluate whether there is a substantial likelihood that the information discloses a violation
of any law, rule, or regulation; or gross mismanagement, a gross waste of funds, an abuse
of authority, or a substantial and specific danger to public health or safety. If OSC
determines that the disclosed information meets the “substantial likelihood” standard, OSC
refers information to an agency head for an investigation, and the agency must investigate
the allegations and submit a written report to OSC on the agency’s findings. See 5 U.S.C.
§ 1213.

2NOAA combines data on reported scientific integrity allegations with data on reported
research misconduct allegations, and it is not possible to determine how many of these
allegations are for scientific integrity violations. Research misconduct is defined as
fabrication, falsification, or plagiarism in proposing, performing, or reviewing research or in
reporting research results. Office of Science and Technology Policy, Federal Policy on
Research Misconduct, 65 Fed. Reg. 76260 (December 6, 2000).
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were found to be violations. According to EPA officials, they believe the
agency has a relatively high number of allegations because EPA has
been very proactive in encouraging staff to report scientific integrity
issues.

In contrast, three agencies—FAA, FE, and NIST—had no alleged
violations reported since their scientific integrity policies went into effect in
April 2012, March 2012, and December 2011, respectively. Officials at
these agencies offered several possible reasons. For example, DOT and
FAA officials said the absence of reported allegations at FAA is an
indicator that the scientific integrity policy has been successful in
preventing violations from occurring. FE and NIST officials explained that
scientific integrity issues are uncommon at their agencies because they
focus on conducting basic science and generally do not directly use the
results of their research to formulate public policy or promuigate
regulations.

: Assuring the public of the integrity of federally funded science that informs
COﬂClUSIOﬂS public policy decisions depends, in part, on agencies having sound

scientific integrity policies, ensuring that the objectives of their policies are
achieved, and addressing alleged violations. All nine of the selected
agencies have established scientific integrity policies that are generally
consistent with principles specified in OSTP’s guidance and have taken
some action to help ensure that the objectives of their scientific integrity
policies are achieved.

In addition, seven of the nine selected agencies have taken actions to
educate and communicate to staff about their scientific integrity policies,
but DOE and NIST did not take such actions aside from making policies
available on agency websites. By taking action to educate and
communicate their scientific integrity polices to staff through, for example,
regular training, the two agencies would have better assurance that their
employees have the information, skills, and competencies they need to
help achieve their scientific integrity objectives.

Further, eight of the selected agencies designated a scientific integrity
official, or the equivalent, who oversees implementation of their scientific
integrity policies. However, FE does not have such an official because its
department, DOE, has not yet designated one and DOE has not
established steps or a time frame to designate the official. By establishing
steps and a time frame to fill the scientific integrity official position, DOE
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would be better positioned to achieve the objectives of its scientific
integrity policy.

Furthermore, while four of the nine selected agencies have taken steps to
evaluate and monitor implementation of their scientific integrity policies,
the other five—FE, FAA, NIST, NOAA, and USGS—have not taken action
to do so. By establishing mechanisms to monitor the implementation of
their scientific integrity policies, these five agencies would be better
positioned to know whether their policies are achieving their objectives
and what improvements are necessary.

Finally, while seven of the nine selected agencies have specific,
documented procedures for identifying and addressing alleged violations
of their scientific integrity policies, two agencies—FE and NASA—do not
have such procedures. Without developing documented procedures for
identifying and addressing violations of their scientific integrity policies,
DOE and NASA do not have assurance that all staff have a clear
understanding of how to report allegations and that investigations will be
conducted consistently.

: We are making a total of 10 recommendations, including four to DOE, two
Recom_menda_tlons fOI' to NIST, one to NOAA, one to DOT, one to USGS, and one to NASA.
Executive Action Specifically:

s The Secretary of Energy should take action to educate and
communicate the agency’s scientific integrity polices to staff through,
for example, regular training. (Recommendation 1)

« The Director of NIST should take action to educate and communicate
the agency’s scientific integrity polices to staff through, for example,
regular training. (Recommendation 2)

s The Secretary of Energy should establish steps and a time frame for
designating a scientific integrity official to oversee the department’s
scientific integrity activities. (Recommendation 3)

« The Secretary of Energy should develop mechanisms to regularly
monitor and evaluate implementation of the department’s scientific
integrity policy, including mechanisms to remediate identified
deficiencies and make improvements where necessary.
(Recommendation 4)

« The Secretary of Transportation should develop mechanisms to
regularly monitor and evaluate implementation of the department’s
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scientific integrity policy, including mechanisms to remediate identified
deficiencies and make improvements where necessary.
(Recommendation 5)

« The Director of NIST should develop mechanisms to regularly monitor
and evaluate implementation of the agency’s scientific integrity policy,
including mechanisms to remediate identified deficiencies and make
improvements where necessary. (Recommendation 6)

« The NOAA Administrator should develop mechanisms to regularly
monitor and evaluate implementation of the agency’s scientific
integrity policy, including mechanisms to remediate identified
deficiencies and make improvements where necessary.
(Recommendation 7)

« The Director of USGS should develop mechanisms to regularly
monitor and evaluate implementation of the agency’s scientific
integrity policy, including mechanisms to remediate identified
deficiencies and make improvements where necessary.
(Recommendation 8)

« The Secretary of Energy should develop documented procedures for
identifying and addressing alleged violations of its scientific integrity
policy. (Recommendation 9)

« The Administrator of NASA should develop documented procedures
for identifying and addressing alleged violations of its scientific
integrity policy. (Recommendation 10)

We provided a draft of this report to Commerce, DOE, DOT, EPA, HHS,

Agency Commer_ﬂs Interior, NASA, OSTP, and USDA for review and comment. We received

and Our Evaluation written comments from Commerce, DOE, DOT, Interior, and NASA that
are reprinted in appendixes |l through VI and summarized below. We
received comments via email from OSTP that are also summarized
below. HHS told us that it did not have comments on the draft report, but
it provided technical comments, which we incorporated as appropriate.
EPA and USDA told us that they had no comments on the draft report.

All six of the agencies and departments to which we made
recommendations stated that they agreed with the recommendations and
all six agencies provided technical comments, which we incorporated as
appropriate. The agencies’ comments are summarized below:

« In Commerce’s written comments, reproduced in appendix Ii, the
department stated that it anticipates NIST and NOAA will address our
recommendations within a year of the issuance of this report. In an
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enclosure to Commerce’s letter, NIST identified ways to provide
training and to evaluate its scientific integrity policy annually. Also in
the enclosure to Commerce’s letter, NOAA said that it will identify
metrics for monitoring and evaluating the implementation of its
scientific integrity policy. NOAA also explained that it has monitored
its scientific integrity policy by reporting annually on the number of
allegations adjudicated and it has taken actions to update
components of its scientific integrity policy. However, as we describe
in our report, monitoring and evaluating implementation of policies
should include comparing actual to expected performance to
determine whether policies are achieving their objectives.

« In DOE’s written comments, reproduced in appendix lli, the
department explained that once a scientific integrity official has been
designated, that official will be responsible for leading and
coordinating with other offices across DOE to develop measures to
educate and communicate to staff about scientific integrity policies,
develop procedures to monitor and evaluate implementation of the
department’s scientific integrity policy, and develop processes for
identifying and addressing alleged violations.

« In DOT’s written comments, reproduced in appendix IV, the
department stated that it is committed to ensuring the integrity with
which research is conducted and research results are disseminated to
the public. DOT also stated that its scientific integrity policy is
comprehensive and effective, as evidenced by the department not
having any formal complaints filed. However, not having reported
allegations is not a reliable measure of the effectiveness of a policy.
Instead, as we describe in the report, comparing actual to expected
performance of policies can determine whether policies are achieving
their objectives.

« In Interior's comments, reproduced in appendix V, the department
stated that USGS plans to address our recommendation by surveying
USGS employees to gauge their awareness of the scientific integrity
policy and the effectiveness of that policy and by giving survey
respondents the opportunity to provide information about key scientific
integrity issues at USGS.

¢ In NASA’s comments, reproduced in appendix VI, the agency
estimated that it will address our recommendation by October 2020.

In its emailed comments, OSTP’s General Counsel did not specify
whether OSTP agreed or disagreed with the recommendations, but stated
that the report could be strengthened by linking the recommendations to
evidence of scientific integrity issues within an agency, or elements of
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scientific integrity that required improvement within an agency. Our report,
however, points out the effects in each area of our findings, and those
effects are reiterated in the Conclusions section above. For example, for
our recommendation to agencies to monitor and evaluate their scientific
integrity policies, we explain that such monitoring and evaluation would
better position agencies to know whether their policies are achieving their
objectives and what improvements are necessary.

We are sending copies of this report to the appropriate congressional
committees; the Secretaries of Agriculture, Commerce, Energy, Health
and Human Services, Interior, and Transportation; the Administrators of
the Environmental Protection Agency and the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration; the Director of the Office of Science and
Technology Policy; and other interested parties. In addition, this report is
available at no charge on the GAO website at hitp://www.gao.gov.

If you or your staff have any questions about this report, please contact
me at (202) 512-6888 or neumannj@gac.gov. Contact points for our
Offices of Congressional Relations and Public Affairs may be found on
the last page of this report. GAO staff who made key contributions to this
report are listed in appendix V1.

Sincerely yours,

g9

John Neumann
Managing Director
Science, Technology Assessment, and Analytics
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Appendix |: Scope and Methodology

This report examines the extent to which selected agencies (1) have
scientific integrity policies that are consistent with federal guidance on
scientific integrity, (2) have taken actions to help ensure the objectives of
their scientific integrity policies are achieved, and (3) have processes for
identifying and addressing alleged violations. In particular, we reviewed
agencies’ scientific integrity policies and did not assess the extent to
which agency officials may try to influence scientific research, nor did we
examine how scientific and technological information is used in agencies’
development of public policy.

For all three objectives, we selected a nongeneralizable sample of nine
agencies—seven agencies from cabinet-level departments and two
independent agencies. Our findings are not generalizable to all agencies
but provide illustrative examples of these agencies’ scientific integrity
policies and their actions to implement those policies. To select agencies,
we considered the following:

1. The America Creating Opportunities to Meaningfully Promote
Excellence in Technology, Education, and Science (COMPETES) Act
of 2007, which required the Director of the Office of Science and
Technology Policy (OSTP) develop federal guidance on scientific
integrity policies for civilian federal agencies that conduct scientific
research and employ federal scientists.

2. OSTP’s 2010 guidance on scientific integrity for executive
departments and agencies.? Following the 2010 guidance, 24
departments and agencies developed scientific integrity policies.

3. The National Science Foundation’s annual list of federal obligations
for intramural research and development. We used the National
Science Foundation’s list of fiscal year 2015 obligations because it
was the most current list at the time of our review.

4. We also considered agencies’ approaches to implementing OSTP'’s
guidance in order to capture a range of practices in our sample.

"Pub. L. No. 110-69, 121 Stat., 572 (2007). This requirement was to be carried out in
consultation with the Director of the Office of Management and Budget and the heads of
all federal civilian agencies that conduct scientific research.

20ffice of Science and Technology Policy, Scientific Integrity, Memorandum for the Heads
of Executive Departments and Agencies (December 17, 2010), accessed October 26,
2018, https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/sites/default/files/microsites/ostp/scientific-
integrity-memo-12172010.pdf.
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Appendix I: Scope and Methodology

To select agencies from cabinet-level departments, we identified
agencies that have intramural scientists—federal scientists who are not
contractors or grantees—and missions that are primarily focused on non-
military and non-security related purposes. We also considered agencies
with the greatest levels of funding for intramural research in each
department.® The seven agencies we selected are the

s Agricultural Research Service (ARS) in the U.S. Department of
Agriculture (USDAY);

o Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) in the Department of
Transportation (DOT);

« National Institutes of Health (NIH) in the Department of Health and
Human Services (HHS);

« National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) in the
Department of Commerce (Commerce);

« National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) in Commerce;
« Office of Fossil Energy (FE) in the Department of Energy (DOE); and

« U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) in the Department of the Interior
(Interior).

To select the two independent agencies, we identified agencies that have
intramural scientists and missions that are not primarily focused on
national security. We selected the two agencies with the greatest levels of
funding for intramural research. The two independent agencies we
selected are the

« National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) and
o Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

To determine the extent to which selected agencies have scientific
integrity policies that are consistent with federal guidance on scientific
integrity, we compared agencies’ scientific integrity policies and related
documents to two of the four principles listed in OSTP’s guidance.*
Specifically, the two principles are: foundations of scientific integrity in

3For ease of reporting, we used the term “agencies,” even in cases in which the agency is
relying on a department-implemented policy or process.

40sTP’s guidance on scientific integrity has four main sections with guidance, which we
refer to as principles, and the four principles have subsections, which we refer to as
components.
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Appendix I: Scope and Methodology

government and professional development of government scientists and
engineers. We focused on these two principles because they most closely
align with scientific integrity issues related to political influence and
censorship of scientists. We determined that an agency addresses a
principle or component if its scientific integrity policy, related policies, or
actions directly address a principle or component. Of the nine selected
agencies, ARS, FE, and FAA follow scientific integrity policies developed
by their respective departments—USDA, DOE, and DOT, respectively. In
those cases, we included the departments’ policies, processes, and
related documents in our analyses. We also interviewed OSTP officials,
officials at all nine selected agencies, the agencies’ Offices of Inspectors
General that have done work in this area, and the U.S. Office of Special
Counsel. Table 1 shows the two principles, their corresponding
components, and descriptions, as stated in OSTP’s 2010 guidance:

Table 1: Selected Scientific Integrity Principles and Components from the Office of Science and Technology Policy’s 2010
Guidance

Principles and components Description
Foundations of scientific integrity in Successful application of science in public policy depends on the integrity of the
government scientific process both to ensure the validity of the information itself and to engender

public trust in government.

1. Culture of scientific integrity Scientific progress depends upon honest investigation, open discussion, refined
understanding, and a firm commitment to evidence. Science, and public trust in
science, thrives in an environment that shields scientific data and analyses from
inappropriate political influence; political officials should not suppress or alter
scientific or technological findings.

2. Selection of candidates for scientific Ensure that selection of candidates for scientific positions in the executive branch is
positions based primarily on their scientific and technological knowledge, credentials,
experience, and integrity.

3. Peerreview Ensure that data and research used to support policy decisions undergo independent
peer review by qualified experts, where feasible and appropriate, and consistent with
law.

Conflicts of interest Set clear standards governing conflicts of interest.

5.  Whistleblower protections Adopt appropriate whistleblower protections.

Free flow of scientific and technological Facilitate the free flow of scientific and technological information, consistent with
information privacy and classification standards.

7. Conveying scientific and technological Document principles for conveying scientific and technological information to the

information to the public public.

Professional development of government Agencies should establish policies that promote and facilitate, as permitted by law,

scientists and engineers the professional development of government scientists and engineers. Such policies

should, consistent with federal ethics rules, job responsibilities, and existing agency
policies regarding political appointees.

1. Publication of research findings Encourage publication of research findings in peer-reviewed, professional, or
scholarly journals.
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Principles and components

Description

2. Presentation of research findings

Encourage presentation of research findings at professional meetings.

3. Professional society editors and board
members

Allow government scientists and engineers to become editors or editorial board
members of professional or scholarly journals.

4. Participation in professional societies

Allow full participation in professional or scholarly societies, committees, task forces,
and other specialized bodies of professional societies, including removing barriers for
serving as officers or on governing boards of such societies.

5. Awards

Allow government scientists and engineers to receive honors and awards for their
research and discoveries with the goal of minimizing—to the extent practicable—
disparities in the potential for private-sector and public-sector scientists and
engineers to accrue the professional benefits of such honors or awards.

Source: GAQ analysis of Office of Science and Technology Policy information. | GAO-19-265

To determine the extent to which the selected agencies have taken
actions to help ensure the objectives of their scientific integrity policies
are achieved, we compared the selected agencies’ scientific integrity
policies and actions to implement their policies against federal standards
for internal controls.® Specifically, Standards for Internal Control in the
Federal Government states that (1) management should internally
communicate the necessary quality information to achieve the entity’s
objectives, such as communicating information down and across
reporting lines, to allow staff to perform key roles in achieving objectives
and addressing risks; (2) an oversight body should oversee the entity’s
internal control systems; and (3) management should establish
mechanisms to monitor their internal control systems, evaluate the
results, and remediate identified internal control deficiencies on a timely
basis. We compared these standards against the selected agencies’
actions to implement their scientific integrity policies because these
standards are relevant to ensuring that an agency’s program meets its
objectives. We reviewed selected agencies’ documents and interviewed
agency officials about actions the agencies have taken to (1) educate and
communicate to staff about scientific integrity policies, (2) provide
oversight of agencies’ policies and their implementation, and (3) monitor
and evaluate agencies’ policies. We also interviewed representatives of
stakeholder groups to learn about practices that agencies could take to
address the OSTP guidance. Specifically, we reviewed documents and
interviewed representatives from the Union of Concerned Scientists,
Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility, and the Institute for
Defense Analyses’ Science and Technology Policy Institute. We selected

SGAO, Standards for Internal Control in the Federal Government, GAO-14-704G
(Washington, D.C.: September 2014).
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these stakeholders because they were nongovernmental stakeholders
that had recently reported on scientific integrity-related issues at the time
of our review. These stakeholders’ comments cannot be generalized to
other stakeholders.

To determine the extent to which the selected agencies have procedures
for identifying and addressing alleged violations, we reviewed the
selected agencies’ documented procedures and compared these
procedures to federal guidance and to federal standards for internal
control. Specifically, we compared the agencies’ procedures to the 2009
presidential memorandum on scientific integrity, which states that each
agency should have in place procedures to identify and address
instances in which the scientific process or the integrity of scientific and
technological information may be compromised.® We also compared the
agencies’ procedures against the Standards for Internal Control in the
Federal Government, which state that management should design control
activities to achieve objectives and respond to risks, such as by clearly
documenting internal control in management directives, administrative
policies, or operating manuals.” Additionally, we interviewed
representatives from the Union of Concerned Scientists, Public
Employees for Environmental Responsibility, and the Institute for Defense
Analyses’ Science and Technology Policy Institute.

We conducted this performance audit from March 2018 to April 2019 in
accordance with generally accepted government auditing standards.
Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain
sufficient, appropriate evidence to provide a reasonable basis for our
findings and conclusions based on our audit objectives. We believe that
the evidence obtained provides a reasonable basis for our findings and
conclusions based on our audit objectives.

5The White House, Office of the Press Secretary, Scientific Integrity, Memorandum for the
Heads of Executive Departments and Agencies (Washington, D.C.: March 9, 2009).

TGAD-14-704G.
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of Commerce

| URSTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
The Sesrstary of Commeros
i an, 38 20230

March 11, 2019

My, Bob Marek

Assistant Director

Nabural Resources and Envivonment
LLS, Govarnment Accowntability Office
441 O Street, NW

Washington, C 20548

Dear Mr, Marck:

Thank you for the opporimity to review aud comment on the Governument Accountahility
Office’s (GAD) draft report titled Selentific Integrity Policies: Additianal dctions Cowld
Strengthen Inpeprity of Federal Research (GAD-19-263),

On bebalf of the Department of Commerce, { have enclosed owr comments on the draft
report. The Departruent agrees with the weeommendations and anticipates implemnenting them
within one year of the final report issue date. We will provide more delails on how and when the
Department will address the recommendations in the action plan that is required 180 days after
issuanes of the final GAQ report,

iF you have any questions, please comzct MaryAnn Mausser, Conuneros GAY/OIG
Liaisom, at (202} 482-8120,

Sincerely,
Withur Rosg
Enclosure
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Natisnal Institute of Standards and Techwnology’s Comments on
GAD Draft Report titled Sclentific Integeity Policies: Additional Activas Conld Strengthen
Integrity of Fedeeal Research
(GAO-19-265)

The Mational fnstitude of Standards and Techaclogy (NIST) hss reviewed the draft réport, and
we offer the following comments for GAG s vonstderation.

Comments on Recommendations
The Government Accountability Office {GAD) made two recmpmendations to NIST in the
repot,

+  Revommendation 2: The Direcior of WIST showld take sotion to educats and communivale
{he agency’s scientific integrity policies to stafY through, fiwr example, regular training.

Respouse: NIST concurs with this reconunendsation.

Seientific integrity is-a cove value st NIST, and NIST s greatest strength §s its reputation for
sncompromising rigor and techniead excellence. During NIST s orientation for all new
emiployees, NIST somyphasizes that keeping sclentific work indepondent of political
interference is of the utmost fmportance and that doing so is, agaiy, a core vahue of

WIST. Although there is cwrently not an explicht reference 1o NIST s scicatifie lntegrity
directives in the orfentation materials, the impodance of sclentilie integrity itealf is conveyed
o 31l employees, along with the NIST Directives system of which the scientific intogrity
directives ave part (all direetives are readily accessible on the NIST Intranet).

MWIST will add an explicit reference to NIBT Policy 5100.08, Scientific Integrity: NIST Order
5101.00, Scientific Integrity; and NIST Procedure 5101.01, Reporting and Resolving
Allogations Regarding Violations of Scicntific Tntegrity, to the new eaployes orientation
packet, and will provide specific training regarding (hese drectives during orientation, WIST
will also make the tweining materials available to all employess onthe NIST Intranet. NIST
will also work with Commerce’s National Qceanie and Atmospherie Administeation
{NOAAY 10 ensure that NIST employees will bave aceess 0 any pertinent NOAA online
training as well.

s Recommendation 6: The Director of NIST should devélop vechanisms to regalarly monitor
and evaluate implementation of the agency’s scientific integrity policy, inchuding

mechanisms 1o remediaie ideitified deficiencios and make improvements whers necessary.

Response: MWIST concurs with this fecommendation.
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NIBT’s Scientific Tutegrity Officer (S0} and Office of the Chief Counsel {GCC) for NIST ik
each responsible for implomenting portions of NIST Procedure 5101.01, Reporting and
Resolving Allegations Regarding Violations of Scientific Integrity. The NIST Director hus
directed that, beginning with Fiscal Year 2019, the NIST 810 and QCONIST e to mset at
least annualy to review boplementation of the NIST Scientific Integrity Policy and Ordes,
and to evaluate and make recommendations to the NIST Director as to whether any
improvements are neaded,
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Department of Commerce
National Oecanic and Atmospheric Administration
Regponse to the GAQO Drafi Report titled
Bcienfific Integrity Pelicles: Additional Avtions Could Strengeben Infegrity of
Federal Research
{GAD-19-265, February 2019)

I the deadl report, Scientific Integrity Policies: ddditional dctions Could Strengthen Inteprity of
Federol Research, the Government Accountability Office (GAQ) reviewad nine tederal
agensies” scientific integrity policies, which are subject {0 the Dffice of Science and Technology
and Policy’s (OSTP) mddelines. Within the Departmerd of Commercs, GAD revipwed the
scientific integrity policies for the Wational Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA)
and the National Institute of Standards and Technology, The review considered how these
policies addressed sclentific integrity n 8 GAO-selected subset of categories in OSTP's
guidance,

The report adeguately captures elements of NOAA s scientific integrity policy and procedures
and found that NOAA conformed to OSTPs guidance. Specifically, the report found that:
NOAA™s policy is consistent with federal guidance on scientific integrity; NOAA has taken
action to ensure the seientific integrity objectives are achieved; snd NOAA s procedures for
identifving and addressing alleged violations of its sclentific integrity policy are established,
GAD further found thay NOAA should develop mechanisms (o regolarly monitor and evaloate
the results of #s policy. Tt i5 important to note that the NOAA scientific integrity policy
encompasses both research misconduet and seientifie integrity and is therefore broader in scape
and purpose than the GAO foous.

While the report is well written, we note one arga of clarifivation regarding bow NOAA has
monitored and evaloaied the results of #s policy. Prior to GAG s review, NOAA monitored His
scientific ntegrity setivity by reporting annually on the pumber of sllegations adjudicated.
Additionatly, pursuant to Section 10.05 of its Seientific Integrity Policy, the NOAA Research
Ceouneil reviews the policy at Teast every two vears o ensure that # i cwrrent and effective. For
example, in 2017, NOAA revised the Proceduaral Hondbook that accompanies NOAA s
Scientific Integrity Polivy (NDAA Administrative Order 202-735D) to improve the process for
evatuating snd adjudicating scientific misconduct allegations. Alsg, the NQOAA Research
Council revised the NOAA Framework for Internal Review and Approval of Fundamental
Research Commundcations in 2016, This activity was sot noted in the draft report,

NOAA Response te GAD Recommendationg
As a resubt of the review, GAD made ous reconunendation 10 NUAA.
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Recommendation 1) “The NOAA Admipistrator should develop mechanizms to regulasly
monttor and evaluate taplomeniation of the ageney’™s solentific integity podicy, including
mechanisms to remediate identified deficiencies and make improvements whers necessary.”

NOAA Response: MDAA concurs with this reeommendation,

NOAAs Deputy Under Secretary for Operations and NOAA’s Scientific Integrity Officer (810
will identify additional metrics for monitoring and evaluating the implementation of the
scientific imtegrity policy. The metrics may include monitoring elements such as developing and
implementing an onfine sciontific integrity training module, tacking and reporting participation
inwd hoe training sessions, and condudting internal surveys. The NOAA snnual report could
alse include the number of consultations handled by the 810 in addition to the slready provided
aember of allegations, thus augmenting this exdsting réport,
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Department of Energy

The Deputy Sacvetary of Ensragy

Wnebingtos, B0 20588

March 15,2019

My, Jobn Newmann

IDrrector

Patoral Regourzes and Envivornsnent
LLS. Governmamt Accowtability Offee
441G Stregt NUW,

Washingion, D 20548

Drear M. NMewmann:

Thaitk you for the opportmity 1o eomment on the drafl Government Accountebiliny
Offiee (GAQY repurt: Soientific Integrity Polivtes: ddditional detieny Could Strengthen
Ingegrivy of Federal Research (GAD-19-26

Sinee DAD'S acopy Frovsed va federal intrarurad ressarh, GALYs observations abost
the Departinent of Baergy (DOF) nehuded several references to the Department’a Office
of Fesatl Boergy (FE). 1t is lmporfant to note that FE s notan ageney, FRizongof
several sesesreh and development program offices in the Depariment. B is the sole
EYOE progrars office that stewards » Govermment-Chsmed Gavernment-Opassted
laberatory, the Nationsl Enegy Tochnology Laboratory INETLY, which comlueiy
intramyaral rasearch, The reominder of the 17 Natieral Laboratories in the Depscimeant’s
Plational Laboratory System consduet extrarurad rescarch.

Given GaQ’'s focuz on |
crs understasd that PE and NETL we compliant with seientific integrity principles.

s veport noted, all of the selected ageneies, including DOE and FR, addressed all
ofthe somponents of the two principles of sclentific integrity.

FE's scientists and engineers, ehuding those st NETL, adhers to the highest standards nf
sofentifie fntegrity, Federal and contvact steff amd supereisos thronghout FR are tained
to observe the bighest stondardi of sthieal conduct, inchading ritical ethival elomants

divestly adbdressing scientific integrity, As shared with the GAD dusing the course i 1}
review, FE's cadre of selentists and sngiucers consistently peactice and wre situned 1o the

prineiples and requirements of sclentific integrity fwough training and professional

2
@

development, federsl resemch engaeemeonts, cullaboration with the hrosder soiense and
enginesring coramunity, professional associations, and professional publicstions, amony

 of the extensive focus on FE, the atess bighlightesd in this repott,
imited perapective on these central practives snd experiences in
e research organization that are megushly yooee muterial to the objectives of this
[HERL

other things, Be

wihile relevant, provide &}

DOE would Hke w elmify thet ownership and implémentation of DOEs scientifie integeity
polivy s & Depurtosent level responsibitity and all DOE offices have responsibilities to
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comply with the Department’s Sciendific Integrity Policy {DOB £ 411.24), which covers
“all federal $tadf; contractor persnnel; political appol those working st the T3
undker thie Intergovernmental Personned Act; feders] stalf working in the Nativnal Noclear
Sepwily Admintstration; snd any sther peesennsl thatare involved with solentific and
teshnical infermution.” All DOE emplovess miust also comply with DOE Ordér 411.2,
“Beleatific Integrity” and related Department mandates,

The draft report contsing 4 totad of 10 recommendations, of which GAO directs four
recopvnEadations (reconmnendations 1, 3, 4, and 9t DOE, DOE enneurs with eack of
the four meommendations in (he report and provides the following vomments. Estimated
completion dates sre subject to change predivated on the plan of action and milestones
developed by the new scientifis integrity oificer,

Becommendation 1: The Secvetary of Boergy should 1ake action to edueste and
cormpmicate the agency’s sclentific inlegrity policies 1o staif through, Tor example,
regilar trabiog.

BOE Response: DOE concory with the revommendation. While DOE il start the
education and communisation immediately, 1 will be the responsibility of the sclentific
btegrity officlal to load and enordinate with siher elements of the Departmant in the
development of messwed 1o educate and conwnunicate the Deparment’s scientific
integrity policies to stgff,

Fstimated Completion Date: hme 30, 2020,
Recommendation 3 The Seererary of Energy should evtablal steps and 2 timeframe for
designating a stientific ntegrity official to oversee the Departinent's sclentific integrity

activities.

BOE Responser DOE conours with the veconunundution,

Estimated Completion Dater December 31, 2019

Reeommendation 4 The Beovetary of Enerpy should develop mechanismy to regulady
menitor and svaluale implementation ofthe Department’s selentific integeily policy,
ipcluding mechanisons © remedinle identified deficiencies amd make boprovements
where neoessary,

DOE Responses DUE soncurs with the recommendation. The Repartment’s setentific
egrity officinl will have the responsibility o lead, and comdinate with siher slaments
of the Depariment, in developing provedures to mondior and evaluate implomentation of
the Department”s selentific integrity policy, neluding mechabisms to remediale ientified
deficiencivs wnd youke Improvemnents where necessary,

Estimated Completion Dader June 30, 2024
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Resommendation % The Secretary of ¥
for idestifying and addres

gy should develup docimenied procedures
s alleged viokations of ity solontific indegrity policy.

BOR Rt‘%p‘sme‘ DOE conows with the vevommendation, 1 will be the responsibility of
the s ifie integr {10 lead and comdingte with other eleme :
Bepartmerd, in develaping prosedures fov identifying sod addressing alfeged v
of the Department™s seientific ety pnliay.

todations

Estimated Completion Dates Junc 30, 2020,

s

ran Browtllette
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Department of Transportation

US Departiment
«f Transporfalion

Siien of e Seorelary
f Trawsportotion

Susan A. Fleming

Director, Physivad Infrastescture Jssuss

LB, Goverrment Accowstability Office (GAO)
441 G Strest NW

Washington, DC 20548

Bear Ms. Fleming:

managumant against publishing.

with any guestions,

Sincerely,

oot

Keith Wishington
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Administration

The Depurtment of Tramsporiation (L:07) is committed to ensuring the integrity with which
research is conducted and resenrch results sre disseminated fo the public. The Department’s
Scientific Integrity Policy is destuned fo angure the fiee fow of research resalts to the public via
reports, fournst publications, ete: Further, KT emplovess have the option to publish their
revearch results in refereed journals.  DOT s Scientific Integrity Policy is comprebensive and
effective, as evidenced by the Depsrtment having no formal compluints filed by a DOT
smiployes, or by sm external recipient of DOT resesrch funding, clsiming an impediment by

We concur with the GAO desft repott eoeorsmendation to develop mechenisms to regularly
monitor andd svaluate implementation of the agency’s srientific integrity policy. We will provide
a detailed regponse to the reconmendstion within 180 days of the final report’s iesuanve.

We apprectate the opportunity 10 respond to the QAL draft report. Plesse contaet hMadelizne M.
Chulumevich, Drector, Office of Audit Relations and Prograny fmprovement, ot {202) 366-5512

1200 New .o
Washingtor:.

2R W
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United Staves F}cpgrrmem of ﬂu Interior

by, John Neamam

Director, Matural Resources and Environment
LS, Government Accountsbility Offive

441 G Street NW

Washington, DO 20548

Pear M. Meumann:

Thank you lor n;vim, the Department of the Interior (Departowat) the opportunity to review and

comment on the draft Goverient Accoantability Uffice (GAD) reportentitled, Sciendific

Tnregrity Palicies: Addittonal Actions Condd St w«grﬁwz ftegrity of Federal Reseorch (GAD-
9= f(v:n We appreviate GALYs review of the Pederal agencies” sciantific Intgerity potivles and

the autions taken to implement thers as requised by the Office of Scienee and Teshuology Poliey
{D8TPY.

1n response i 188 overall Andings, the GAD issued seversl recommendations tneluding one to the
Department’s U8, Geologieal Survey (LISGR). The foliowing is & sumunary of USGS” planned
actions to implemert the repot’s recommendation:

Recommendation 85 The Birector of USGS showdd develop mechanizms to regularly
monitor and evalaate implesientation of the ageney’s scientific Integrity policy, including
mechanivms {0 remediste identified deficlencies and mabe improvements where necessary,

Response: Coneur. The USOR agreas, 1o general, with the GAQ findings and recommendation,
/ ience prganization, a robual sclentific integrity polivy and culture of scientifo tutegrity
are c*;taml tc g succcsa\ :md ’thc U QLsS weldomes the opgnr‘zunuy oy CORETE G Improve

s, The carrentive actions we propose involves @ biennial
; emplovess. The survey will gauge
seie mm m;evnz} polioy awareness \Lli ei=ec£1un<‘§,x. at USGS, as well as glverespondents the
nppo*iumw 0 pw\vz&c mform.mm @mc«‘ut k;:‘f bz‘xr‘mus, ingoptlity issues ot USGE ‘ke suiipate

g Ihr, survey u,suita dnd ‘n

Integrity Repm’i o ti‘}e US(}S Direc?_mz ‘The z’cp():f?. w‘iﬂ srcluds undmgs nd eenmmendations
for Improvement.
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The enclosure provides additions cormments for vour consideration when finalizing the report,
I yeu have sy questions about this response, or need additional information, plesse contact
D, Byron Shumete, Departmental Selvotific Insegrity Coordinat a1, 703-548-0611.
Hivcersly,
F
’?‘%@ém Vichols
@f:g‘(“ Tim’:.x‘ih}'bf{\. Peity, PhEN
Agsistant Secrerary for
Scignes
Encloxure
Page 40 GAO-19-265 Scientific Integrity Policies

ED_006238_00002432-00044



Appendix VI: Comments from the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration

Fapdy T Aol

Matonal Asronautios and Space Adminfsiradion

Headdguarters
Washington, DO 20546-0001

s SR
Qffioe of the Chisf Scigntist

e, Johs Meumsnn

{sirector

Matoral Resovrces snd Eovironmesd

{inited Stutes CGovernment Accountsbility Office
Washington, DC 20548

Dear Mr. Newvan

Tha National Aeronastics and Space Administration (NASA) appyeciates the opprrtunity
to review and comment on the Government Acvountability Office (GAQ) draft report

, entifle Inteprity Policies: Additienal Actions Conld Strengthen Integrity of
Faderal Researcl (QAG-19-2065) duled Jamuary 2, 2019,

111 the deaft repoat, GAG makes ong reconunendation to WASA intonded 1o identify and
gddresy policy vielatinns. BpeoiBeally, GAD reconvvends the following:

Reewmamendation: The Administrator of NASA should develop documentad
procedures fiw identifving and addressing alleged violations of #is seientific
integrity polioy.

Management’s Responser Concar, While NASA has praviously developed a
polivy divertive on Sclenific Integrity (NPD 1920.1); Reguirements for the
Conduct of NABA Research and Technology (MPR D801 B), and 2 related
hundbook on sclentific Ineyrity, NASA will develop documented procedures for
identifying and addressing alleged vislationsof sclentif integrity bevond research
and technalogy misconduct, which is currently addressed In NPR 080,18,

Kathnated Completion Dater Ostober 1, 2020,
Onee sgain, thaok vou for the spportunily o commment on the subject drafl report, 1 vou
have any guestions or requive addionyl Informetion, please cordact Laverne Drayion on
{307y 3581909,

Sipivrely,

Page 41 GAO-19-265 Scientific Integrity Policies

ED_006238_00002432-00045



Appendix VII: GAO Contact and Staff

GAO Contact John Neumann, (202} 512-6888, neumannj@gaoc.gov

Staff In addition to the contact named above, Rob Marek (Assistant Director),
Wyatt R. Hundrup (Analyst in Charge), Cheryl Harris, and Douglas G.

Acknowledgements Hunker made key contributions to this report. Also contributing to this

report were Ellen Fried, Juan Garay, Cindy Gilbert, and Dan C. Royer.

(102689) Page 42 GAO-19-265 Scientific Integrity Policies

ED_006238_00002432-00046



; : : The Government Accountability Office, the audit, evaluation, and investigative

GAO S MISSIOI"I arm of Congress, exists to support Congress in meeting its constitutional
responsibilities and to help improve the performance and accountability of the
federal government for the American people. GAO examines the use of public
funds; evaluates federal programs and policies; and provides analyses,
recommendations, and other assistance to help Congress make informed
oversight, policy, and funding decisions. GAO’s commitment to good government
is reflected in its core values of accountability, integrity, and reliability.

The fastest and easiest way to obtain copies of GAO documents at no cost is
through GAO’s website (hitps://www.gao.gov). Each weekday afternoon, GAC

Obtaining Copies of

GAO Reports and posts on its website newly released reports, testimony, and correspondence. To
. have GAO e-mail you a list of newly posted products, go to https:/Aww.gac.gov

TeStImOﬂy and select “E-mail Updates.”

Order by Phone The price of each GAO publication reflects GAO's actual cost of production and

distribution and depends on the number of pages in the publication and whether
the publication is printed in color or black and white. Pricing and ordering
information is posted on GAQ’s website, https:/fwww.gao.gov/ordering.htm.

Place orders by calling (202) 512-6000, toll free (866) 801-7077, or
TDD (202) 512-2537.

Orders may be paid for using American Express, Discover Card, MasterCard,
Visa, check, or money order. Call for additional information.

. Connect with GAO on Facebook, Flickr, Twitter, and YouTube.
Connect Wlth GAO Subscribe to our RSS Feeds or E-mail Updates. Listen to our Podcasts.
Visit GAO on the web at hitps://www.gao.gov.

TO Report Fraud Contact FraudNet:
Waste and Abus’e in Website: hitps://'www.gaoc.gov/fraudnet/fraudnet.htm

Automated answering system: (800) 424-5454 or (202) 512-7700
Federal Programs g system: (800) (202)

: Orice Williams Brown, Managing Director, WilliamsO@gao.gov, (202) 512-4400,
Congressional U.S. Government Accountability Office, 441 G Street NW, Room 7125,
Relations Washington, DC 20548
PUinC Affairs Chuck Young, Managing Director, youngc1@gao.gov, (202) 512-4800

U.8. Government Accountability Office, 441 G Street NW, Room 7149
Washington, DC 20548

: : James-Christian Blockwood, Managing Director, spel@gao.gov, (202) 512-4707
Strategic Planning and  {J's Goverment Accountability Office, 441 G Street NW. Room 7814,

External Liaison Washington, DC 20548

Y
%

Please Print on Recycled Paper.

ED_006238_00002432-00047



